Parliamentary Government in England
legislation, if and when the Labour Party returns to
power, use the same argument. They ask, in effect, for
the suspension of an "essential'1 constitutional principle
because it leads to results of which they profoundly
disapprove. A constitutional crisis is, therefore, a situa-
tion in which the King is asked to act independently of
his Government because the Opposition is convinced
that the policy of the Government is disastrous to the
future of the nation.
So to state the implications of the theory is surely to
refute it. The volume of actual and active power it would
transfer to the King's hands would be enormous. For,
clearly, it would give him at once a pre-natal and post-
natal control of all Government legislation which aroused
deep feelings of hostility in the country; and the House
of Lords, that is, the Conservative Party, would be made
aware that it has only to use its veto under the Parliament
Act either to compel the postponement of Government
measures or their submission to the electorate. And on
Professor Keith's view, this would not apply to a Con-
servative Government unless it proposed to repeal the
Parliament Act. The theory is an urgent invitation to the
King to place any Socialist Government in an impos-
sible position. For it suggests that he co-operate with the
Lords in wrecking its programme—that is the real result
of the two years' delay—while the Conservative Party
prepares the best possible atmosphere for the next
general election. It takes the initiative in policy from the
hands of the Government—where the people had placed
it—and transfers it to those of the King. And it transfers
it, thereby, to an atmosphere in which, at the best,
experience shows that the policy will have little chance of
being popular. King George V observed with careful
scrupulosity all the conventions of the Constitution; yet
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